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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. This Office action is responsive to the amendment received June 18, 2009. Claims land 
4 were amended. Claims 7 and 8 were added. Claims 1-8 are pending. 

2. The amendment to the title to correct a typographical error is acknowledged. 

3. The deletion of page "9/9" of the drawings is acknowledged. The previous objection to 
the drawing is withdrawn. 

4. The objections to claims 1 and 4 set forth in the last Office action (mailed March 20, 
2009) are withdrawn due to the amendment. 

5. The rejection of claims 1-6 under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Nomura et al. 
(US 2005/0225236 Al) is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nomura et al. 
(US 2005/0225236 Al). 

Applicant cannot rely upon the foreign priority papers to overcome this rejection because 
a translation of said papers has not been made of record in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .55. See 
MPEP § 201.15. 
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The applied reference has a common inventor with the instant application. Based upon 
the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art only under 35 U.S.C. 
102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome by: (1) a showing under 37 
CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived from the 
inventor of this application and is thus not an invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of 
invention for the claimed subject matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter 
disclosed but not claimed in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference 
under 37 CFR 1.131; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1.130 stating that the 
application and reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in 
the application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.321(c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing that the 
reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(1)(1) and § 706.02(1)(2). 

Nomura et al. sets forth compounds according to formula (1), which is overlapping with 
instant formula (1), as a material for a light emitting element (see abstract). Fig. 1 shows a 
device having the triazine compound in layer 102 adjacent electrode layers 103 and 102 (see Fig. 
1 and par. 61-62 and 66). Par. 64 discloses layer 102 comprises the luminescent material and 
further includes a layer of material including metal oxides which include molybdenum oxide, 
vanadium oxide, ruthenium oxide, tungsten oxide, and manganese oxide (see par. 64-66, page 
11, page 10, par. 62 and page 21, claim 25). An element embodiment emitting blue light is 
disclosed per claims 3 and 6 (see page 10, par. 58). Further layers are included in the device per 
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claims 4 and 8 (see Examples and par. 72-77). Regarding a semiconductor layer of claim 4, 
Nomura et al. discloses a semiconductor layer as part of the transistor (see par. 85-89). 

Regarding claim 7, Fig. 1 shows a device having the triazine compound in layer 102 
adjacent electrode layers 103 and 102 (see Fig. 1 and par. 61-62 and 66). Par. 64 discloses layer 
102 comprises the luminescent material and further includes a layer of material including metal 
oxides. 

Nomura et al. does not appear to set forth an example comprising the triazine with the 
metal oxide, however as discussed above, Nomura et al. sets forth forming an embodiment 
wherein the triazine is included with the luminescent material and the layer comprising the 
luminescent material further includes a layer of metal oxide. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have formed a device comprising the 
triazine and the metal oxide in combination within a layer as taught by Nomura et al., because 
one would expect to achieve a functional light emitting device within the scope of the disclosure 
of Nomura et al. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed June 18, 2009 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues with regard to the rejection over Nomura et al. (US 2005/0225236) that 
claim 1 has now been amended to recite the feature of "a layer between the pair of electrodes, the 
layer containing both a metal oxide and a triazine derivative." Applicant argues the triazine 
derivative and metal oxide are mixed in a layer. In response to applicant's argument that the 
references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the feature upon 
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which applicant relies (i.e., a mixture of triazine and metal oxide) is not expressly recited in the 
rejected claims. Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The examiner submits Nomura et al. clearly discloses the 
triazine material may preferably be included in the layer with the luminescent material (see par. 
66) and also the layer containing the luminescent material further includes a layer including a 
material such as metal oxides (par. 64). Accordingly, while Nomura et al. does not expressly 
disclose a mixture of triazine compound and metal oxide (which is not required by the claims), 
Nomura et al. clearly discloses it is preferable to combine a metal oxide in the layer comprising 
the triazine material. 

Applicant is further advised that if the claims are amended to expressly recite a mixture, 
such claims would be considered obvious in the absence of unexpected results. It is well 
established in the electroluminescent device art to combine functional layers. See for example 
Young et al. US 6,720,090, col. 3, lines 22-33 or Funhoff et al. US 5,518,824, col. 1, lines 18-32. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
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will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dawn Garrett whose telephone number is (571) 272-1523. The 
examiner can normally be reached Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, D. Lawrence Tarazano can be reached on (571) 272-1515. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dawn Garrett/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1 794 

August 25,2009 



